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was no commitment or promise of performance. Only by the greatest stretch of
imagination could it be interpreted as a possible response to the Calcutta resolution.
Many leaders of various political parties met together soon after and considered it.
They gave it the most favourable interpretation for they desired peace and were
willing to go half way to meet it. But in courteous language they made it. clear
what the vital conditions for its acceptance were.
Many of us who believed in independence and were convinced that the offer was
only a device to lead us astray and create division in our ranks suffered bitter anguish
and were torn with doubt. Were we justified in precipitating a terrible national
struggle with all its inevitable consequences of suffering for many when there was
even an outside chance of honourable peace ?
With^ much searching of heart we signed that manifesto and I know not to-day
if we did right or wrong. Later came the explanations and amplifications in the
British Parliament and elsewhere and all doubt, if doubt there was, was removed as
to the true significance of the offer. Even so your Working Committee chose to
keep open the door of negotiation and left it to this Congress to take the final
decision.
'dominion status in action* a snare
During the last few days there has been another discussion of this subject in the
British House of Commons and the Secretary of State for India has endeavoured to
point out that successive British Governments have tried to prove not only by words
but by deed also the sincerity of their faith in regard to India. We must recognise
Mr. Wedgwood Benn's desire to do something for India and his anxiety to secure
the goodwill of the Indian people. But his speech and the other speeches made
in Parliament carry us no further. 'Dominion Status in action* to which be draws
attention has been a snare for us and has certainly not reduced the exploitation of
India.^ The burdens on the Indian masses are even greater to-day because of this
'Dominion Status in action* and the so-called constitutional reforms of ten years ago.
High Commissioners in London and representatives on the League of Nations
and the purchase of stores and Indian Governors and high officials are no parts
of our demand. We want to put an end to the exploitation of India's poor and
to get the reality of power and not merely the livery of office. Mr. Wedgwood Benn
has given us a record of the achievements of the past decade. He could have added
to it by referring to martial law in the Punjab, and the Jallianwala Bagh shooting
and the repression and exploitation that have gone continually during this period
of 'Dominion Status in action.* He has given us some insight into what mare of
Dominion Status may mean for us. It means the shadow of authority to a handful
of Indians and more repression and exploitation of the masses.
What will this Congress do ? The conditions for co-operation remain unfulfilled.
Can we co-operate so long as there are guarantees that real freedom will come to us ?
Can we co-operate when our comrades lie in prison and repression continues ? Can
we co-operate until we are assured that real peace is sought after and not merely a
tactical advantage over us ? Peace cannot come at the point of the bayonet and if we
are to continue to be dominated over by an alien people let us at least be no consen-
ting parties to it.
the goal of independence
If the Calcutta resolution holds we have but one goal to-day, that of independence.
Independence is not a happy word in the world to-day for it means exdfasiveaess
and isolation Civilization has had enough of narrow nationalism and gropes towards
a wkier co-operation and interdependence. And if we use the word independence we
do so (not ?) in the sense hostile to the larger ideals, Independence for as means com-
plete freedom from British domination and British imperialism. Having attained
our freedom I have no doubt that India will welcome all attempts at world co-opera-
tion and federation and will even agree to give up part of her own independence to
a larger group of which she is an equal member.
The British Empire to-day is not such a group and cannot be so long as it domi-
nates over millions of people and holds large areas of the world's surface despite the
will of their inhabitants. It cannot be a true commonwealth so long as imperialism
15 its basis and the exploitation of other races its chief means of sustenance, Tfee

